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a leader, he was there too as the major-
ity whip. And from 1972 to 1982, during 
times of great debate and political un-
certainty, he served his country once 
again as one of the most effective 
members of this great institution, the 
people’s House. 

While in Congress, he was progressive 
and steady. He always took the high 
road and served his constituents with 
honor. I should know. During those 7 
years, I proudly served as a member of 
Congressman Don Mitchell’s staff. And 
after his retirement, I was elected to 
the seat he held. 

For me, he was always a role model. 
Every day since, I have made it my 
goal as Representative Mitchell’s suc-
cessor in Congress to serve my con-
stituents with the honor and dignity 
that Don Mitchell brought to the job. 
Don Mitchell left an indelible mark on 
the fabric of our society.

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote is objected to under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken after 6:30 p.m. today. 

f 

E-GOVERNMENT ACT OF 2002 
AMENDMENTS 

Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 1303) to Amend the 
E-Government Act of 2002 with respect 
to rulemaking authority of the Judi-
cial Conference, as amended. 

The Clerk read as follows:
H.R. 1303

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled,
SECTION 1. RULEMAKING AUTHORITY OF JUDI-

CIAL CONFERENCE. 
Section 205(c) of the E-Government Act of 2002 

(Public Law 107–347; 44 U.S.C. 3501 note) is 
amended by striking paragraph (3) and insert-
ing the following: 

‘‘(3) PRIVACY AND SECURITY CONCERNS.—
‘‘(A)(i) The Supreme Court shall prescribe 

rules, in accordance with sections 2072 and 2075 
of title 28, United States Code, to protect privacy 
and security concerns relating to electronic fil-
ing of documents and the public availability 
under this subsection of documents filed elec-
tronically or converted to electronic form. 

‘‘(ii) Such rules shall provide to the extent 
practicable for uniform treatment of privacy and 
security issues throughout the Federal courts. 

‘‘(iii) Such rules shall take into consideration 
best practices in Federal and State courts to 
protect private information or otherwise main-
tain necessary information security. 

‘‘(iv) Except as provided in clause (v), to the 
extent that such rules provide for the redaction 
of certain categories of information in order to 
protect privacy and security concerns, such 
rules shall provide that a party that wishes to 
file an otherwise proper document containing 
such protected information may file an 
unredacted document under seal, which shall be 

retained by the court as part of the record, and 
which, at the discretion of the court and subject 
to any applicable rules issued in accordance 
with chapter 131 of title 28, United States Code, 
shall be either in lieu of, or in addition to, a re-
dacted copy in the public file. 

‘‘(v) Such rules may require the use of appro-
priate redacted identifiers in lieu of protected 
information described in clause (iv) in any 
pleading, motion, or other paper filed with the 
court (except with respect to a paper that is an 
exhibit or other evidentiary matter, or with re-
spect to a reference list described in this sub-
clause), or in any written discovery response—

‘‘(I) by authorizing the filing under seal, and 
permitting the amendment as of right under 
seal, of a reference list that—

‘‘(aa) identifies each item of unredacted pro-
tected information that the attorney or, if there 
is no attorney, the party, certifies is relevant to 
the case; and 

‘‘(bb) specifies an appropriate redacted identi-
fier that uniquely corresponds to each item of 
unredacted protected information listed; and 

‘‘(II) by providing that all references in the 
case to the redacted identifiers in such reference 
list shall be construed, without more, to refer to 
the corresponding unredacted item of protected 
information. 

‘‘(B)(i) Subject to clause (ii), the Judicial Con-
ference of the United States may issue interim 
rules, and interpretive statements relating to the 
application of such rules, which conform to the 
requirements of this paragraph and which shall 
cease to have effect upon the effective date of 
the rules required under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(ii) Pending issuance of the rules required 
under subparagraph (A), any rule or order of 
any court, or of the Judicial Conference, pro-
viding for the redaction of certain categories of 
information in order to protect privacy and se-
curity concerns arising from electronic filing or 
electronic conversion shall comply with, and be 
construed in conformity with, subparagraph 
(A)(iv). 

‘‘(C) Not later than 1 year after the rules pre-
scribed under subparagraph (A) take effect, and 
every 2 years thereafter, the Judicial Conference 
shall submit to Congress a report on the ade-
quacy of those rules to protect privacy and secu-
rity.’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER) and 
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. 
EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON) each will con-
trol 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Wisconsin (Mr. SENSENBRENNER). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-

er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members may have 5 legislative days 
within which to revise and extend their 
remarks and include extraneous mate-
rial on H.R. 1303 currently under con-
sideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1303 amends the E-
Government Act to require the Judi-
cial Conference of the United States to 
promulgate national rules to address 
privacy and security concerns relating 
to the electronic filing of court docu-
ments and the public availability of 
documents filed electronically. 

To the extent any rules provide for 
the redaction of certain information in 

order to protect privacy, this bill re-
quires that the rules allow litigants to 
file and access unredacted documents 
under seal for evidentiary purposes in 
addition to a redacted version for pub-
lic use. 

H.R. 1303 addresses the concerns of 
both the Department of Justice and the 
judiciary. The Department of Justice 
was concerned that the privacy policy 
of the Judicial Conference could im-
pede the legal introduction into evi-
dence of information it deemed nec-
essary to prove the elements of certain 
cases, such as bank account numbers in 
a fraud prosecution. The judiciary was 
concerned that a privacy policy allow-
ing parties to file unredacted and 
sealed documents and a redacted public 
version could result in confusion, error, 
privacy risks, and reduction in access 
to public documents. H.R. 1303 requires 
the enactment of national rules to pro-
tect privacy and security concerns. 
However, such rules permit the filing 
of one ‘‘reference list,’’ to be kept 
under seal, that would include a com-
plete version of each personal data 
identifier and a corresponding partially 
redacted version of each identifier. 
Only the partially redacted version 
may be used in future filings. 

The bill encourages uniformity in all 
jurisdictions and empowers and De-
partment of Justice to access the infor-
mation necessary to prosecute crimes. 
The Judicial Conference will retain the 
authority to enact rules that comply 
with case law, provide the greatest 
public access to information possible, 
and protect the privacy of all partici-
pants in the Federal judicial system. 

This is a good bill and I urge my col-
leagues to support it. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
1303, and ask my colleagues to vote for 
it. H.R. 1303 will address serious con-
cerns expressed by the U.S. courts 
about the E-Government Act of 2002. I 
believe the legislation will address 
these concerns while still serving the 
worthwhile purposes of the E-Govern-
ment Act. 

In the wee hours of the last day of 
the 107th Congress, the House and Sen-
ate both passed the E-Government Act 
of 2002 by unanimous consent. The 
President later signed the act into law 
as Public Law 107–347. 

Section 205 of that legislation re-
quired the U.S. courts to establish and 
maintain Web sites containing a vari-
ety of information. Required informa-
tion includes access to docket informa-
tion for each case, access to the sub-
stance of all written opinions issued by 
the court, and access to documents 
filed with the courthouse in electronic 
form. 

The legislation wisely recognized 
that the public interests in access to 
court documents and the protection of 
privacy must be balanced. Many court 
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